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Updating the Fantastic 
1804 Dollar 


by Eric P. Newman 


Whenever a book is written, 
particularly one on a_ contro- 
versial subject, readers have the 
opportunity to make their com- 
ments in reviews, letters, books, 
articles, and by discussion. With 
respect to “The Fantastic 1804 
Dollar” there was no dearth of 
such commentary. Challenges, 
confirmations and inquiries came 
from many sources. The authors 
likewise continued their research. 
Readers are therefore entitled to 
have a summary of all such mat- 
ters to amplify and clarify the 
facts set out in the book. To 
coordinate these items, references 
are given to the specific pages 
where related matter is found in 
the published text. 


The Law Suit 

It is a “great rarity” when 
legal proceedings are filed in 
court to determine whether a coin 
is genuine, but the 1804 dollar is 
honored with this unusual dis- 
tinction. James V. Dexter, who 
purchased his Class I 1804 dollar 
in the Chapman sale of May 14, 
1885 (p. 124), filed suit on June 
19, 1886 in the Court of Common 
Pleas No. 4 of Philadelphia 
County, Pennsylvania (March 
Term, 1886, No. 468) against S. 
Hudson Chapman and Henry 
Chapman, Jr., copartners trading 
as S. H. and H. Chapman, Jr. 
Dexter’s attorney was Thomas 
DeWitt Cuyler and the Chapmans 
were represented by Robert Ed- 
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ward Brown. The complaint read 
as follows: 

Whereas, heretofore, to wit: 
on the Fourteenth day of May, 
1885 at the County aforesaid, in 
consideration that the said plain- 
tiff, at the special instance and 
request of the said Defendants, 
would buy of the said Defendants, 
a certain Silver Dollar of the year 
1804, at and for a certain price or 
sum of money, to wit: the sum of 
One thousand dollars, to be there- 
fore paid by the said Plaintiff, 
they the said Defendants, under- 
took and then and there faith- 
fully promised the said Plaintiff, 
that the said Silver Dollar of the 
year 1804 then was a true and 
genuine Silver Dollar of the year 


~ 1804, coined during that year. 


And he the said Plaintiff avers, 
that he, confiding in the said 
promise and undertaking of the 
said Defendants, did, afterwards, 
to wit: on the day and year last 
aforesaid, to wit: at the County 
aforesaid, purchase the said Sil- 
ver Dollar so represented as 
aforesaid, of the said Defendants, 
and then and there paid them for 
the same the said sum of money, 
to wit: the sum of One thousand 
dollars; nevertheless, the said 
Defendants, contriving and in- 
tending to deceive and defraud 
the said Plaintiff in this behalf, 
did not perform or regard their 
said promise and undertaking so 
by them made as aforesaid, but 
thereby craftily and subtly de- 
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ceived and defrauded the said 
Plaintiff in this, to wit: that the 
said Silver Dollar of the year 
1804, was not a true and genuine 
Silver Dollar of the year 1804, 
coined during said year, but on 
the contrary thereof, was a re- 
strike, coined at a later and sub- 
sequent date, and a Silver Dollar 
of no use or value whatever to 
the said Plaintiff, whereby the 
said Plaintiff hath lost and been 


antee it genuine,” it becomes evi- 
dent that the Chapmans were 
properly accused in the complaint 
of crafty and subtle intent to de- 
ceive and defraud. 

The existence of this law suit 
was found recently by serendipity 
in the course of a casual reading 
of an issue of an obscure short- 
lived magazine, Charles E. Leal’s 
The American Numismatist for 
February, 1887 (Patterson, N. J. 


deprived of the use and benefit 
of the said Silver Dollar and of 
the sum of money paid for the 
same; and the said Plaintiff hath 
sustained great trouble, expense 
and loss, to wit: the sum of Five 
thousand dollars; to wit at the 
County aforesaid, and therefore 
he brings suit. 


The Chapmans had first planted 


this coin in a German sale in 
1884 to make it appear to have 
been found in Europe and bought 
it in from themselves (p. 92). To 


~-add to the devilment it is clear 


from the foregoing text that in 
1885 when the 1804 dollar was 
allegedly auctioned by the Chap- 
mans it was sold at a prearranged 
price rather than pursuant to 
bona fide bidding. When one adds 
to these connivances the written 
Chapman statement, “We guar- 
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Vol. I, No. 5). In a squib entitled 
“That 1804 Dollar” the editor 
stated: 

“The case of Dexter versus 
Chapman Bros., which was to 
have been tried on February 14th, 
at Philadelphia, has been post- 
poned. The trial is of more than 
ordinary interest to numismatists 
as it is to determine whether the 
1804 Dollar offered and guaran- 
teed as authentic at one of Chap- 
mans’ sales, a year or more ago, 
was a genuine issue of that date, 
or not. It is maintained by all 
experts that no Dollars dated 
1804 were struck in that year; 
but it is an established fact that 
they have been struck on several 
occasions since 1827 from dif- 
ferently engraved dies.” 

The case was never brought to 
trial, but was settled out of court 
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with Dexter retaining his Class I 
1804 dollar. If Dexter’s right to 
interrogate Mint officials and the 
Chapman Brothers had been in- 
sisted upon perhaps his law suit 
would have been notorious instead 
- of remaining unknown. 


The Siam 1804 Dollar 


The revelation in 1962 of the 
1804 Siam dollar in its presenta- 
tion set (p. 66) will rank as one 
of the great surprises in Ameri- 
can numismaties and its publica- 
tion deservedly received the 
Heath Literary Award. (David B. 
Spink and James C. Risk, “New 
Facts about an Old American 
Coin,” The Numismatist, Vol. 75, 
No. 11, Nov. 1962, p. 1443; The 
Numismatic Review, Vol. III, No. 
5, 1962, p. 217.) 


In the summer of 1962, in 
England, David Spink arranged 
for the writer to have the op- 
portunity to examine the Siam. 
specimen of the 1804 Dollar along 
with the other presentation coins 
and the case which contained 
them. (The Numismatist, Decem- 
ber, 1962, p. 1610; Coin World, 
December 14, 1962, p. 42.) It was 
noted that the Siam 1804 dollar 
was so clear that it showed that 
the reverse die break extended 
further than was noticeable on 
other Class I pieces (p. 42), the 
break across the top of NITED 
continuing across the top of the 
wing tip and under the first S in 
STATES. The break was cer- 
tainly caused in the course of 
hardening of the die by immer- 
sion in liquid rather than by use. 
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All other characteristics of the 
Siam Dollar conformed to those 
of other Class I pieces. The weak 
and crushed edge lettering reads 
upright when the obverse is up- 
right. 

All coins found in the Siam 
Presentation Set have brilliant 
proof surfaces. 
follows: 

1834 Half Cent 84 grains 


1834 Cent 159% grains 
1834 Dime 42% grains 
1834 Quarter 103% grains 
1834 Half 

Dollar 208% grains 


1804 Dollar 
1834 Quarter 


415% grains 


Eagle 64% grains 
1834 Half 

Eagle 128%4 grains 
1804 Eagle 270% grains 


The half dollar has a normal 
milled edge and its border denti- 


THE WHITMAN NUMISMATIC JOURNAL, SEPTEMBER 1964 


They weigh as 


lation extends to the edge on each 
face. It is from different dies than 
the proof 1834 half dollar with 
crushed edge lettering (p. 59). 


The Siam Coffin 


The Presentation Case holding 
the coins for the King of Siam 
was an attractive piece of moroc- 
co leather workmanship embossed 
with an American eagle and other 
insignia. The original yellow color 
has darkened where exposed to a 
dull golden brown color. It is 6% 
inches long, 4 5/16 inches wide, 
and 1 1/16 inches high, has a 
seven pointed gold thumb piece 
for opening. Beneath the leather, 
the body of the Presentation Case 
is wood which is lined on the 
inside with dark blue velvet so 
that the original official reference 
to the case as a “coffin” was 
gruesomely accurate. 
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Authorization Problems 


As to whether anyone had spe- 
cifically intended a silver dollar 
or an eagle, or both, to be in- 
cluded in the set of coins to be 
presented to the King of Siam 
and the Imaum of Muscat, it was 
important to check on the author- 
ization for the language of the 
letter dated November 11, 1834 
from the Secretary of State to 
the Director of the Mint (p. 63) 
where it was said that “The Pres- 


ident has directed that a complete’ 


set of the coins of the United 
States be sent to the King of 
Siam and another to the Sultan 
of Muscat.” 


An examination of the papers 
of Andrew Jackson, in the Li- 
brary of Congress and in the 
Archives of the United States, 
disclosed no written directive, in- 
struction, or comment relative to 
the gift of coins. The communica- 
tion from the President to the 
Secretary of State, therefore, 
must have been oral. 


The question as to whether 
Mint officials were authorized, in 
1834, to prepare new dies for an 
antedated dollar or an antedated 
eagle of any date depends upon 
the meaning and validity of the 
words “complete set” and “speci- 
mens of each kind now in use.” It 
was shown in the discussion of 
this matter (p. 64) that silver 
dollars and eagles were not actu- 
ally in use in November, 1834. 
Assuming that the directive was 
properly interpreted to have a 
dollar and an eagle included in 
the set, this requirement could 
have been satisfied (1) by in- 
cluding an existing dollar and an 
existing eagle of any date in 
choice condition, and (2) by 
making new dies for both a dollar 
and an eagle, dating them 1834, 
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and striking coins from them of 
proper weight and fineness. 

The opportunity to study the 
Siam presentation set served to 
prove that the proof 1804 eagle 
was made for the set and weighed 
270%. The Act of June 28, 1834, 
(effective July 31, 1834) required 
an eagle to weigh only 258 grains. 
The proof 1804 Eagle, even 
though minted during November 
or December, 1834, was sized 
according to the repealed stand- 
ard of the Act of April 2, 1792 
which had provided that an eagle 
weigh 270 grains. The proof 1804 
Eagle, therefore, violated the Act 
of June 28, 1834. The legal stand- 
ard for the weight of the silver 
dollar had not been changed be- 
tween 1804 and 1834. 

Neither the President, the Sec- 
retary of State, Director of the 
Mint, or any other person in the 
public service had the power to 
authorize or undertake any viola- 
tion of any Act of Congress re- 
lating to coinage. It would there- 
fore appear that the Mint officials 
exceeded their authority and vio- 
lated the law (a) in placing other 
than the current date on coinage 
when, in 1834, they minted a 
proof 1804 Dollar and a _ proof 
1804 Eagle, and (b) in using 
other than the proper legal 
weight in making the proof 1804 
Eagle. They had devilment in 
their hearts when they did it. The 
fact that they also made obverse 
dies for an 1802 and 18038 dollar 
before they made dies for an 1801 
and 1804 dollar (p. 56) indicates 
that they had intentions other 
than just filling Presentation 
Sets. 


The Proof 1804 Eagle 
The proof 1804 Eagle has edge 
milling identical to the half 
eagle, quarter eagle, quarter, and 
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dime in the Presentation set, in- 
dicating that the same edging 
dies were used in the Castaing 
machine for all of them. The 
proof 1804 Eagle was not struck 
in a collar die, as evidenced by the 
fact that the dentils on the right 
side of the obverse are larger 
than the dentils on the left, which 
would not occur in a piece struck 
in a collar die because centering 
would be perfect. There is no wire 
edge on the coin and the assertion 
(p. 57) that the eagle was collar 
struck and had a wire edge can 
now be corrected. 

The proof 1804 Eagle is also 
distinctive in that the second 
highest star on its left side has a 
double cut point at 4 o’clock as do 
the other specimens struck from 
these antedated dies. 


Demand for Silver Dollars 

The discontinuance of dollar 
coinage by the U.S. Mint in 1804 
was necessitated by the export of 
silver dollars by mercantile inter- 
ests (p. 21). Smaller silver coins, 
although containing equivalent 
intrinsic silver value per dollar, 
were not subject to the same 
economic pressure. The pressure 
to export silver dollars continued 
for several years (p. 22) and 
naturally related to full weight 
Spanish silver dollars 
availability of U.S. dollars was 
minimal, The three following ad- 
vertisements in the New York 
Evening Post for February 7, 


1807 show the economic trend: 


Spanish Dollars.—The highest 
premium given for Spanish 
Dollars, by Nathaniel Prime, 42 
Wall Street. 


Dollars Wanted.—The highest 
premium given for Spanish 
Dollars, by Lebleus Loomis, 45 
Wm. Street. 


THE WHITMAN NUMISMATIC JOURNAL, SEPTEMBER 1964 


as the 


Spanish Dollars.—The highest 
premium given for Spanish 
Dollars, at No. 37, Wall-street, 
opposite the Branch Bank by 
William Leffingwell. 


The Thonnelier Coining Press 

When Franklin Peale in May, 
1833 was sent to Europe for two 
years by the U.S. Mint to study 
new production methods (p. 30) 
he visited the Palais de Monnaie, 
the Paris Mint. Since the inven- 
tion of the toggle press by 
Nicolas Thonnelier was not pub- 
licly announced until 1834 (p. 31) 


one might wonder whether there 
was time for any of its features 
to be applied to equipment used in 
coining the Class I 1804 dollars 
in 1834. The use of the collar die 
was one of the requirements of 
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the Thonnelier toggle press and 
would have been one of the ele- 
ments experimented with for use 
at the U.S. Mint. Since Class I 
1804 dollars were struck in a 
smooth collar die in 1834 it is 
important to know if the collar 
die mechanism used at the U.S. 
Mint could have been developed 
with the help of the reports which 
Peale forwarded from Europe. 
In the listing by V. Guilletaux 
in Monnaies Francaises 1670-1942 
the pattern coinage of France for 
1830-31 includes 25 centimes, 50 
centimes, 1 franc and 2 frances. 


A typical obverse reads “Module 
de la Piece de 25 centimes” (Di- 
ameter of a 25 centimes piece), 
and the reverse states “Epreuves 
des Presses Thonnelier” (Trials 
of the Thonnelier presses). These 
undated trials have a smooth edge 
formed by a collar die and a 
raised flat border around the 
dentils. A copper trial piece dated 
1833 with Louis Phillippe I on the 
obverse, and “Essai de La Presse 
Monetaire de Thonnelier Ingen- 
ieur 1833” on the reverse is fur- 
ther corroboration of the develop- 
ment date. All these trials (see 
illustrations) constitute evidence 
that Thonnelier’s invention was 
in an advanced state of perfection 
well before Peale’s visit and that 
the American adaptation of some 
of its features could well have 
been under test by 1834, even 
though the minting of regular 
issues by a toggle press and in a 
collar die did not take place until 
1836. 
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1858 Mint Regulations 
If there is any doubt that it 
was improper, in 1858, for an em- 
ploye of the U.S. Mint to restrike 
surreptitiously or to sell a re- 
struck 1804 dollar (p. 75), the 
regulations issued by the Mint 
before the discovery of the Class 
II 1804 dollars are revealing. Per- 
tinent portions of INSTRUC- 
TIONS RELATIVE TO THE 
TRANSACTION OF BUSINESS 
AT -THE “MINT -OF sv 2H 
UNITED STATES AND ITS 
BRANCHES, published in 1858, 
by James Ross Snowden, Director 

of the Mint, are as follows: 


8. No profit can accrue to any of- 
ficer, clerk, or workman of these 
institutions, by reasons of the 
legitimate operations thereof, 
and no private or extra official 
work can be done therein, with or 
without compensation or reward, 
by any such officer, clerk, or 
workman. If this rule be violated 
by any officer or clerk, the fact 
shall be reported to the Treasury 
Department. If violated by any 
workman, he will be forthwith 
dismissed. 


16. The principal officer of each 
department of business will re- 
port to the Director (or Superin- 
tendent) any instance of neglect 
of duty, or want of fidelity, in 
any of the persons employed in 
his department, and also make 
‘a like report if he has reason to 
suspect the integrity of any per- 
son so employed. ; 


In spite of the exposure of the 
scandal of 1858 relating to the 
restriking and sale of 1804 dol- 
lars in violation of the regula- 
tions, there is no official report of 
the matter to be found and no 
dismissal of personnel resulted. 


The DuBois Letter 
The letter of William E. DuBois 
dated September 17, 1878 (p. 96) 
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giving an opinion on the Davis 
1804 Class III dollar was illus- 
trated and featured in the de- 
scriptive material in the sale of 
the Samuel W. Wolfson collection, 
held May 3-4, 19638, just as it was 
in the prior sales of the Davis 
1804 dollar on April 8, 1954 and 
December 10, 1960. A further 
analysis seems appropriate as to 
whether William E. DuBois made 
an innocent or deliberate error in 
diagnosing the Davis dollar as 
“one of the original issue—and 
not a ‘restrike’ from Mint dies.” 

The letter clearly shows that 
DuBois knew that there were two 
“specimens” of the 1804 dollar in 
the Mint Cabinet, one being a 
restrike (Class II) and the other 
being what DuBois termed an 
“original” (Class I). He could 
have been unaware that the re- 
verse of the Davis dollar was 
from the same reverse die as the 
reverse of the Class II-or re- 
strike 1804 dollar in the Mint 
Cabinet and differed from the 
reverse die of the Class I piece. 
This major die distinction may 
not have been noticed by 1878 
when he wrote the letter, al- 
though there was reason to con- 
ceal that fact. When Haseltine 
three years later published his 
classification of dollar die vari- 


eties (p. 91) he likewise omitted” 


the 1804 reverse die variation 
after a most detailed study. 
DuBois could have based his opin- 
ion as to the Davis piece on the 
fact that the Davis piece had a 
~“Tettered edge just as the Class I 
Mint specimen did, whereas the 
Class II Mint specimen did not 
have a lettered edge. This does 
not excuse DuBois from being 
deliberately deceptive in the use 
of the words “original issue” even 
if he was possibly in error in the 
conclusion he drew from the com- 
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parison of the Davis Dollar with 
the two Mint Cabinet specimens. 
He must have known the whole 
story of the origin of the 1804 
dollars and should not have at- 
tempted to use so much white- 
wash in his letter. The facts still 
show through his wording. 


Barnum was Right 

The Watters Class I 1804 Dol- 
lar which was originally given to 
the Imaum of Muscat (pp. 67, 
126) was the topic of a conversa- 
tion, in England, in 1962, between 
Fred Baldwin and the writer. 
Baldwin knew Watters well and 
had seen the 1804 dollar in his 
possession almost 60 years be- 
fore. Baldwin’ explained that 
Watters bought the 1804 Dollar 
for six shillings from Maurice 
Eschwegge, a money changer, 
pawn broker, and coin dealer at 
47 Lime Street, Liverpool. Most 
English ships docked at Liverpool 
in the 19th Century and some 
sailor or voyageur probably sold 
the coin for silver value at 
Eschwegge’s exchange. Phineas 
T. Barnum, the great American 
showman, tried relentlessly to 
buy the coin from Watters for a 
spectacular exhibit in America, 
but Watters explained that the 
dollar would not be sold for any 
price since it was bought for 
practically nothing. 


Seizure Fears 

In the 1884-5 period Edouard 
Frossard urged the prominent 
Philadelphia coin dealers to pub- 
lish the whole truth about the re- 
strikes of the 1804 dollars (p. 91). 
John W. Haseltine and the Chap- 
man Brothers were thus chal- 
lenged but, nevertheless,  re- 
mained silent. Twenty-three years 
later, at the 1908 American Nu- 
mismatic Association Convention, 
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Haseltine gave the explanation as 
to why he did not respond. He 
explained (The Numismatist, Vol. 
ZleeNOw 105 Oct. 1907, p: 325): 
“Mr. Idler was my father-in-law 
and he was very reticent about 
his collection. He would seldom 
show his coins even for sale. This 
was partially caused by the fear 
that any pattern or experimental 
coins he possessed might be 
seized. Hence the many remark- 
able pieces that have been found 
in his collection.” i 

The fear of seizure could only 
exist because of Idler’s knowledge 
of the improper activities of the 
Mint employes. He was the sales 
outlet for the Mint officials. Three 
1804 dollars appeared first in 
Idler’s hands (p. 107). Thus, 
Idler’s and Haseltine’s real reason 
for failure to disclose the ex- 
istence of the Idler 1804 Class III 
dollar until 1908 is clear and the 
other allegation of Haseltine that 
it was concealed because it was 
used for making electrotypes was 
a lame excuse (p. 107). It was 
possible seizure by the Federal 
Government which caused him to 
conceal the coins which he knew 
had a highly questionable origin 
and status. 


Taken For a Ride 

In the discussion of the acquisi- 
tion by Stickney of his 1804 Class 
I dollar from the United States 
Mint it was indicated that he took 
a horse drawn stage coach from 
New York to Philadelphia to 
make the exchange (p. 73). 
Harold S. Bareford, owner of the 
Dexter 1804 Class I dollar, in a 
talk before the Metropolitan New 
York Coin Convention held May 
2-5, 1963, properly pointed out 
that railroad service was available 
to Stickney. (Numismatic News, 
May 27, 1963, p. 50.) Because the 
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authors were not well enough 
“trained” in travel history, read- 
ers of The Fantastic 1804 Dollar 
may have been “taken for a ride” 
in this minor respect. This cor- 
rection, however, cannot “rail- 
road” readers into modifying 
their understanding that Stickney 
acted with reckless speed in part- 
ing with a unique Immune Colum- 
bia gold piece, contrary to his 
statement that he did not part 
with any coins which were not 
duplicates, and that he tried to 
justify his action as honorable by 
stating in 1843 that an 1804 dol- 
lar was not considered any more 
valuable than a dollar of any 
other date, etc. (p. 72). 


Shunned 

It is interesting to note that 
no attention was paid to The 
Fantastic 1804 Dollar in subse- 
quent sale catalogue descriptions 
of two coins which were exten- 
sively discussed in the book. It is 
not of importance that the book 
was not mentioned, but that many 
important facts in the book were 
available and were ignored. 

When an 1803 proof dollar 
(B-7) was offered for sale as Lot 
3049 in the catalogue of an auction 
held January 7, 1963, there was 
an extensive description of the 
coin but there was no mention of 
any of the facts set out in the 
book relating to the coin’s origin 
or its characteristics which in- 
dicated that its dies were made 
long after its date and that it 
was struck long after its date. 

When the Davis 1804 Class III 
dollar was auctioned as Lot 1394 
in the Wolfson Sale held May 3-4, 
1968, the five page description in 
the catalogue did not include any 
mention of certain important 
facts about the coin included in 
the book. This situation was 
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pointed out incisively in a Letter 
to the Editor of Coin World (May 
10, 1963, p. 58), where a reader 
commented: ‘Nowhere in the 
dealer’s five page description is it 
mentioned that the coin is a re- 
strike. Nowhere is it mentioned 
that the coin was struck about 40 
to 50 years after it was dated.” 


The Edge Lettering Device 

Since the Jean Castaing ma- 
chine, being the device for letter- 
ing planchet edges, is so important 
to the study of the 1804 Dollar 
(p. 27), another eighteenth cen- 
tury explanation of edge lettering 
is both corroborative and clarify- 
ing. The first encyclopaedia pub- 
lished in America was primarily 
a reprint of the third edition of 
the Encyclopaedia Britannica. 
The American publication was 
printed in Philadelphia, in parts, 
beginning in 1790 and being com- 
pleted by 1798, which latter date it 
bears. The article on Coinage was 
of English origin and was written 
before the United States Mint 
was established. The portion re- 
lating to the Castaing machine 
(Vol. 5, p. 130) reads as follows: 


“The principal pieces of the 
machine (Fig. 1) to stamp coins 
on the edge, are two steel lam- 
inae, about a line thick. One half 
of the legend, or of the ring, is 
engraved upon the thickness of 
one of the laminae, and the other 
half on the thickness of the other; 
and these two laminae are 
- straight, although the planchet 
marked with them be circular. 

“When they stamp a planchet, 
they first put it between the lam- 
inae in such a manner, as that 
these being each of them laid flat 
upon a copper-plate, which is 
fastened upon a very thick wood- 
en table, and the planchet being 
likewise laid flat upon the same 
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plate, the edge of the planchet 
may touch the two laminae on 
each side, and in their thick part. 

“One of these laminae is im- 
moveable, and fastened with sev- 
eral screws; the other slides by 
means of a dented wheel, which 
takes into the teeth that are on 
the surface of the laminae on 
each side. This sliding lamina 
makes the planchet turn in such 
a manner that it remains stamped 
upon the edge when it has made 
one turn. Only crown and half- 
crown pieces can bear the impres- 
sion of letters on the thickness of 
their edges.” 


A crude illustration of the 
Castaing machine is found on 
Plate 144 following Vol. 5, p. 284 
in that encyclopaedia, and merely 
corroborates the method of opera- 
tion illustrated in The Fantastic 
1804 Dollar (pp. 28, 29). 


Teasing the Public 

In 1885 George G. Evans, in 
preparing his Illustrated History 
of the United States Mint, cre- 
ated an amusing teaser by virtue 
of the raging controversy about 
the 1804 dollar. In explaining 
United States Mint procedures, 
the use of the counting board as 
an efficient method in counting 
coin was described and pictured. 
His illustration showed a count- 
ing board filled with 60 coins. A 
competitive 1885 publication by 
A. M. Smith entitled Véisitor’s 
Guide and History of the United 
States Mint contained an illustra- 
tion of a counting board holding 
one hundred fifty 1879 half dol- 
lars. 

One might assume that the 
coins which Evans selected in 
1885 for his counting board illus- 
tration would be contemporary 
mintage also, but, strangely 
enough, he used all 1804 dollars. 
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At a time when Morgan dollars 
were current and the Seated Lib- 
erty design was discontinued, the 
use of the old bust type was a sur- 
prise. It could not have been inad- 
vertent. Since counting boards 
were not adopted by the United 
States Mint until long after 1804 
and were never made to count 
dollars, this makes the illustration 
even more incongruous. The con- 
clusion is inescapable that Evans 
was poking a little fun at the 1804 
dollar by illustrating a large mass 
of them on the counting board. 
He was laughing at the intense 
excitement about 1804 dollars 
which was manifest in numis- 
matic circles in 1885. 

The 1804 dollars which he illus- 
trated even have a border at their 
circumference, rather than dent- 
ilation, thus having the same tell- 
tale discrepancy as the 1804 dol- 
lar dies. This provocative illus- 
tration is found on page 40 of 
every subsequent edition of the 
Evans book and shows that a 
sense of humor always has a 
place. 


Additional 1804 Alterations 

The most “dated” of 1804 Dol- 
lar alterations is one which pur- 
ported to be an 1804 dollar over 
an 1802 over an 1801. It was de- 
seribed in Coin World, July 5, 
1963, p. 68, and then advertised 
for trade in that paper on July 19, 
1963, p. 87. This piece was prop- 
erly described as an impossible 
coin by Don Taxay in Coin Whole- 
saler for October 16, 1963, and 
was readily recognized as an 
alteration of an 1802 over 1801 
Dollar (B-5). Fortunately, in an 
endeavor to darken the coin in a 
liver of sulphur solution, the 4 fell 
off, so the coin will not darken 
any collection again. 

There is an 1804 dollar in the 
Newark Museum, Newark, New 
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Jersey, in the large collection 
donated by Frank Liveright. It 
was illustrated in 1960 in the in- 
stitution’s magazine (The Mu- 
seum, Vol. 12, No. 3, p. 19) as 
though it were a genuine piece. 
This coin is likewise one of the 
many alterations which continue 
to deceive. 


In 1962 type metal castings of 
an altered 1804 dollar were of- 
fered to dealers and collectors. 
The word REPLICA was incuse 
on ‘the obverse under the curls. 
These forgeries averaged about 
3385 grains in weight and had a 
specific gravity of 10.4. The U.S. 
Secret Service confiscated as 
many as could be located. 


Electrotypes From Class III 
Pieces 

Interesting comments concern- 
ing electrotypes of 1804 dollars 
were made in sales catalogues 
prepared by Edward Cogan. In 
his September 16, 1878 sale, Lot 
509 was an electrotype of an 1804 
dollar described as “Taken from a 
die made in 1858 and really more 
interesting than the _ altered 
dates.” Cogan meant to say that 
it was the coin, not the die, which 
was made in 1858, as the electro- 
type was made from the coin. 
Cogan corrected himself in his 
catalogue of the sale on Decem- 
ber 16, 1878 of the James E. Root 
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collection where he described a 
dollar in Lot 59 as “1804 electro- 
type. Taken from a dollar struck 
in 1858.” 


Changes of Ownership 

When the Davis Class III 1804 
Dollar in the Samuel W. Wolfson 
Collection (p. 133) was auctioned 
on May 4, 1963, the high bid was 
$36,000.00. No disclosure of the 
name of any new owner has ap- 
parently been made. 

There also has been no disclos- 
ure of the owner of the Idler 
Class III 1804 Dollar (p. 1387) 
which was auctioned in 1961. 


Written Comment 

For published comment on The 
Fantastic 1804 Dollar see: 

Lucinda Benzel, St. Louis Post Dis- 
patch, Jan. 28, 1963, p. B 1; Elston 
Bradfield, The Numismatist, Vol. 75, 
No. 11, (Nov. 1962), p. 1474; Richard 
P. Breadon, Numismatic Literature, 
No. 63, (April, 1963), p. 549; Walter 
Breen, “The Collector’s Necessary 
Equipment”, Numismatic Scrapbook 
Magazine, March, 1963, p. 657; Oscar 
H. Dodson, Coin World, August 2, 
1963, p. 48; Lynn Glaser, “Numis- 
matically Speaking”, Numismatic 
News, Jan. 21, 1963, p. 30; Lincoln 
Grahlfs, New York Times, Oct. 21, 
1962, p. X26, and New York Times 
International Edition, Oct. 22, 1962; 
Bill Higgie, Numismatic News, Mar. 
4, 1968, p. 5; James C. Risk, The 
Numismatic Review, Vol. III, No. 5, 
p. 275; Glenn B. Smedley, The Nu- 
mismatist, Vol. 75, No. 12, (Dec. 
1962), p. 1615; David B. Spink and 
James C. Risk, “New Facts about an 
Old American Coin”, The Numismat- 
ist, Vol. 75, No. 11 (Nov. 1962) p. 
1443; Don Taxay, Counterfeit, Mis- 
Struck and Unofficial U.S. Coins, 
(New York, 1963), pp. 84, 215; Ray- 
mond H. Williamson, Coin World, 
Jan. 18, 1963, p. 57; Richard S. Yeo- 
man, Coin World, Oct. 12, 1962, p. 
ae 
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